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This is the 53rd volume of the OPINION and this is the first issue.

The OPINION is a publication of the university at Buffalo Law School,
published monthly during the academic year. Offices are located on the
fourth floor of O'Brian hall. Telephone:645-2147. Mail can be put into box
532. The OPINION is funded by the SBA and is no way responsible for the
editorial content, structure, or policy of the publication.

Press run:1,000

Submissions are welcome for the December
issue of the OPINION. Just e-mail them to
ezekiel27@yahoo.com

ThE RAmbLings oF an InSanE eDitOr
When I was first approached by the high mucky mucks to take over as editor of a
"newspaper" that has not published anything or had any active member participation for
more then a year now, I was understandably reluctant. But as I got more involved that
reluctance turned to hatred and scorn towards myself for ever undertaking such a daunting
task, luckily those feelings have passed and have turned into a sense of self adoration and
great personal satisfaction.
For those of you who would say "Editing is easy" or "I could do that" I say, "It is hard
for me so get off my freakin back." Only joking. The real problem was in deciding what
topics were important enough to be covered in the first issue, after all. The reason for this
magazine is to keep everyone up to date on what is going on with the law school, from
group activities and competitions, to good bars, experiences of fellow students, and oh so
much more.
This publication has been around for 53 years and in that time has served as a way for
students to voice their opinions and make themselves heard in a sea where individual
views are oftentimes drowned out by the waves of pretentiousness and sucked under by
the self righteousness of those who have come before us in a profession that
metaphorically eats its own young. The OPINION is also a way to look back years from
now and remember who we were and more importantly who we wanted to be.
While it is true that a lot of interesting things were excluded from this issue for lack of
space and lets not forget just plain old laziness on the part of our peers who seem to be
too busy to write one simple little article ...... sorry again. The point is, yes there is a
beautiful new Court Room, and yes professors have been hard at work doing this and that.
These things are bound to be overlooked and I am sure as we grow as a magazine and
gain experience and staff, we will become not only stronger as a publication but also less
likely to end up in that damn paper recycling bin on the third floor next to the mailboxes.

Thanks, Howard Dunning Cadmus
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Progressive Law Society
The mission af the Progressive L.aw Society is
ta provide a forum where University af Buffa/a L.aw
Students interested in the furtherance af social
·ustice• civic responsibility• and responsible public
administrations. can exp/are cantemparary
legislative and social debates and meat ta discuss
issues.

same eur their u■c11nin1 1reiects inclulle:
Warld AIDS DAY - Dece■ller 1

DITllW Dinner and Celellnlian -s1rin1 Semester
lallitat fir lumanilV •lunteer 1r11ect -date 181
Cammunitv Service in the s1rr11ndin1 areas

Queslionsil C811 lheir office 81645-5011, or e-mail Ellen 81
ekpoch@acsu.buffalo.edu
Any and all law students are welcome to participate!

SBA Elections; 19 New Representatives
The Student Bar Association held its elections in the beginning of the year and I am
sure you are all anxious to know who your Class Directors are.

LLM Program Director: Anastasia lfandis.
Third Year Representatives: Dennis Fish, Sheri Crosby, Mike Leventhal, Allison
Porcella, Samuel Davis, and Danita Mendez.
Second Year Representatives: Sarah Byrne, Levar Burke, Christine Fitzgerald, Susan
Paek, Kilci Irving, and Howard Cadmus.
First Year Representatives: Ester Eagan, Hope Jay-Homsi, Todd Lewis, Lana Houstan,
Indrani Shelby, and Kareema Page.
Now maybe it is just the fact that I appear on the end of the list for the second year reps but I have decided not to post the margin by
which each of the class directors won.
ood.
I will tell you that voter turnout was ve

These pictures show only 13 out of the 19 SBA Representatives ....... Sorry... sniff sniff.

Student SBA Mandatory Fees Increased
By Mary Beth Brandoni
In September, UB law Students voted to increase the mandatory SBA fee by
$15. This increase, the first in over a decade, raises the yearly fee from $50 to $65.
The SBA added this proposal to the ballot due to recent yearly deficits, which have
brought about the elimination of some law school activities.
The Law School SBA provides financial support for a wide range of student
activities and events. Clubs and organizations supported by the SBA include: Asian
American Law Student Association, Black Law Student Association, Buffalo Public
Interest Law Program, Domestic Violence Task Force, Association of Trial Lawyers,
Jewish Law Student Association, Jessup Moot Court, Latin American Law Student
Association, Phi Alpha Delta, Criminal Law Society, and the Buffalo Moot Court. Each
organization is given between $500 and $4,500 from the SBA annual budget.
The SBA provides financial assistance to the Buffalo Environmental _Law
Journal, Buffalo Human Rights Law Review, Buffalo Women's Law Journal, In the
Public Interest, and the Intellectual Property Journal. A total of $5,000 is budgeted
for these publications.
In addition to organizations and publications, the SBA expends over $21,000
on activities such as the Barrister's Ball, the Students of Color Dinner, Senior Week,
and other social events. Moreover, SBA funds enable law students to have access to
university wide events, Group Legal Services, UB medical insurance, and the UB
sub-board pharmacy.
According to the 2001-2002 projected budget, the SBA required a minimum
of $72,500 in student fee revenue to maintain its activities. However, the $50 per
student mandatory fee only raised $71,000 in revenue. By raising the mandatory
fee to $65 per student, the SBA will realize an additional $10,400 by the Spring
2002 semester.
The projected $10,400 fee surplus will benefit the SBA and all law students
in several ways. The Criminal Law Society will have $750 of its funds restored, after
being cut last year. Additionally, several new clubs have been proposed, including:
Jiu Jitsu Student Club, Republican Club, Parent's Association, Prison Task Force, and
the Sports and Entertainment Law Society. Each new club will be given a base
budget of $250.
Secondly, the SBA has Allocated $2,000 of the surplus to hire a part-time
financial director. Ms. Diane Forrest, a retired Administrative Assistant from UB's
Comparative Literature Department, has been chosen to fill this new position. Her
presence will enable the SBA to more effectively manage their funds and will
provide continuity in an organization whose members can offer no more than
three-year commitments.
Finally, and to some of us most importantly, the SBA has provided money for
the Opinion to be published. Thanks to all of you who voted yes!
The vote was YES:186 N0:66

I~ LAST CHANCE TO LOCK-IN

I THIS SEMESTER'S

BAA REVIEW

DISCOUNT!
• LAST CHANCE TO RECEIVE
OUTLINES FOR FINAL
EXAMS
• RECEIVE INFORMATION
ABOUT THE MARCH 9
MPRE (JANUARY 29TH

DEADLINE)

THE LAST TABLE DATES
AT BUFFALO.
Thurs. , Nov. 1; Thurs., Nov. 8 &
Thurs., Nov. 15

BAR/BRI
(800)-472-8899
nybarbr1.com

New York Makes It Tougher To Pass MPRE

By Joseph Tripi

As many of you already know, the New York State Court of Appeals has authorized
the New York State Board of Law Examiners to raise the passing score for the Multistate
Professional Responsibility Exam (MPRE). Presently, a 72 is required to pass the MPRE.
However, after the upcoming November 9th exam, a scaled score of 85 will be required to
pass the exam. Students who have already taken and passed the MPRE will not be affected
by this change.
Increasing the passing score to 85 will bring New York in line with many other
jurisdictions that already require an 85. There are some states that only require law
students to receive a '"C" or better in their law school Professional Responsibility Class, but
we are not that lucky.
Rumor has it that eight to ten hours of review is more than enough preparation to
pass the MPRE. Bar Bri is running its final MPRE review class Sunday November 4 th , and
the class should run slightly over four hours. Add another four or five hours of review and
that should be plenty of studying to pass the MPRE (if not I'm in trouble).
The final MPRE exam that will reflect a passing score of 72 will be given on Friday
November 9 th . Most of the 2Ls and any 3Ls who haven't already taken the exam will be
taking it on this date. Many of your peers will be sweating it out on that Friday afternoon
as they attempt to solve the 50 multiple choice questions that will determine if they are
ethical enough to practice law in New York State (as if a test could measure ethics).
Some of the test centers that UB law students have been "stuck" with include
Canisius, D'Youville, the Sheraton in Syracuse, and Albany. Is anything missing? It seems
to me that it would be a good idea to have UB as an MPRE test center since it is the only
Law School in Western New York. I'm not going to pretend that I have done much research
as to why UB is not an MPRE test center, but wouldn't it be more convenient to stay in
town and take the exam at UB? Unlucky students who were not fortunate enough to get
their first choice test-centers will be able to take a nice ride to Syracuse or Albany on
Thursday night or Friday morning. I'm sure they are looking forward to that. Maybe having
the discipline to make it to the test center come rain, sleet, or snow is part of the test,
but it only adds to the aggravation of having to take the damn test in the first place.
th
Oh well, good luck to everyone takin~ the November 9 exam. As for the lLs and
other students not taking the November gt exam, have fun going for the 85 you'll need to
prove you are ethical enough to be a lawyer in New York State.

Flint Village Apartments
by
Lana Huston

More first year law students are living on campus than ever
before. This is due to the newly erected Flint Village
Apartments. Construction of the apartments was just finished in
August 2001 with a total of sixty-four one-bedroom units, l 08
two-bedroom units, and 256 four-bedroom units. Two buildings
of this complex are set aside specifically for law students.
Flint Village is set in a very convenient location for law
students, as it is only a short walk to O' Brian Hall. While others
are arriving early in the morning to avoid the hunt for parking
spaces that are almost impossible to obtain, law students living
in Flint Village are just rolling out of bed since they live as
close as the ''best parking space." This provides for a much
more relaxed feeling in law students; a feeling very much
desired in their situation.
Another hard thing to attain as a law student is extra cash. At a
price of$555 a month for a one-bedroom unit and $490 a
month per person for a two bedroom-unit, Flint Village
apartments are very reasonable for what they offer. The
apartments are very spacious, and include many appliances and
other added extras. Each unit has a refrigerator/freezer,
dishwasher, microwave, and garbage disposal in the kitchen.
The living rooms and bedrooms are fully furnished, and utilities
(cable TV, Ethernet jacks, phone service, & central
air-conditioning) are included.
An additional benefit of living in Flint Village is the
opportunity to reserve the community room . The community
room is located in the main building of Flint Village and is
outfitted with a pool table, a fully-equipped kitchen, and a big
screen TV. It can be utilized by any resident of the village. This
room can be reserved for organizational meetings, which are
abundant among the law students, or it can just be a place to
unwind after a long day's work.
Study rooms and lounges are also available in each building of
the complex. These rooms are very conducive to studying
individually or for meeting with fellow law students. These
quiet areas allow law students a place to focus on their work at
any time, and can be very beneficial after library hours and
close to final exams.
Flint Village also groups law students together in a way that can
be of great assistance. Whether they just have one question or
they want to form a study group, this type of living arrangement

allows law students to help others as well as benefit from their
support. It also gives law students a sense of community. They
can have a "dorm-like" experience mixed with an independent
living style that serves as a good transition from college to the
"real world."
The only prominent complaints from Flint Village residents
relate to the fire-alarm sensitivity and "locked" thermostats.
There have been many fire alarms that have gone off because of
showers or minor cooking mishaps, but this situation is being
looked into and will, hopefully, soon be under control. As for
the thermostats, they are set at a default temperature, which can
be overridden, but only for four hours. Therefore, mornings can
be quite cool at Flint Village. However, this is a small price to
pay for the many benefits of these apartments.
Flint Village gives law students a new alternative in their
housing options. These apartments have led to an increase of
first year law students living on-campus, and even second and
third -year law students have decided to come back from
off-campus living to live at Flint Village. The general consensus
of the law students living at these apartments is that they are
very satisfied with them and are planning on living at Flint
Village for the remainder of their law school years.

INSIDE
THE LAW
SCHOOL
Laptops in the
Classroom
If only our professors could see what
really goes on during class. On our
laptop screens, that is. More than just a
few games of Solitaire, Minesweeper,
and even "Who Wants to be a
Millionaire?" have been played during
classes that I've attended. O.K., I
confess, during the one semester last year
that I actually brought my laptop to class,
I proudly displayed my wedding pictures
on one occasion. Oh, and then there was
that time I did a computer-art rendering
of the USS Greenville submarine/fishing
trawler incident using the draw feature
in Word. But these minor infractions
occurred during a lull in Ethics, and
during a boring stretch in Contracts. I
guess that doesn't really narrow it down
much.

Are laptops more of a distraction than
they're worth? Perhaps, although
primarily to those who don't use them.
Maybe it's a bit of envy (of technology,
of typing speed, of artistic ability), or
maybe there is some actual annoyance
going on here (all that clicking, beeping,
and the trademarked sound of the
Windows operating system starting up).
In any case, the presence of laptops in
the classroom seems to be increasing. My
own informal estimate is that anywhere
from 20 to 30 percent of students
currently use them in class.

Tore are definitely advantages to taking
nces _on a computer. For one, it greatly
faclitates the sharing of notes and
oulines. E-mailing class notes to fellow
stidents takes considerably less time,
efl>rt, and cost than borrowing,
ph>tocopying, and returning handwritten
nces. And everyone can type legibly!
Plase note, however, the distinction
beween legible and intelligible. There
ar. some very nice-looking notes (fancy
fots, bullets, highlighting and stuff) that
ccn.tain errors and misstatements. The
dmger is in relying on something that
loks professional, but that was, in fact,
crated by a student who may not know
orunderstand the material any more
thm you do.

I guess I've become accustomed to seeing
laptops in the classroom in the same way
that I've gotten used to seeing people
walking around and talking on cellular
phones. Who knows? Our grandchildren
may someday marvel that we ever had to
actually attend class at all, as they log
into their virtual classrooms from home.
(If you're naughty, how do you sit in the
corner in a virtual classroom?)

© Robert Day, 2001
(rday@acsu.buffalo.edu)

This article was not written during any
class taught at UB Law School.

Aless well-known advantage of laptops
d{initely worth considering is the ability
ofthe user to hide behind the screen, as a
set of"Socratic shield," if you will.
Lptops, I've been told, don't work
narly as well as a "coffee shield,"
hlWever. I have Con Law notes from last
yar that are wavy and yellowish-brown
aid still smell like Starbuck's
Gatemalan Antigua with a hint of
hff-and-half; it made the Commerce
Cause really come alive for me.

Ti me, the biggest disadvantage of using
a aptop computer in class is that I
prsonally don't have to think much in
oder to type. I have learned that I can
efectively disengage my brain, while
tying whatever the instructor happens
tcsay. By contrast, I have found that I
atually learn and remember more if I
h.ve to write everything down by hand.
Aid don't underestimate the value of
diodling in the margins. My drawing of
~rs. Palsgraftaught me everything I
n;eded to know about proximate cause,
aid then some. There are some things
tlat you simply can't do with a
c,mputer.

DO YOULOVEANIMALS!
If you are a student interesed in
joining the animal rights
movement have i got a group for
you!
Any student who wants to help
develope a forum for the
discussion and promotion of
animal rights(not neccessarily
law school related), please send
an e-mail to Mary Beth at
meb4@acsu.buffalo.edu

Presidential Address

As president of the Student Bar Association at UB Law, I am honored to
have the privilege of writing this letter to the students on behalf of the
Opinion. First, I would like to welcome the Opinion back to publication.
The Opinion has a long history at UB, and it is nice to see it back in
publication, primarily through the efforts of Howard Cadmus. Hats off to
you brother, and much luck with the magazine.
This year has seen the creation of the Student Bar Association website,
www.ubsba.com, and a massive revamping and simplification of the financial
system. Both efforts were due primarily to the hard work of Eric Usinger,
the SBA treasurer. Our goal is to integrate the Web Site into the daily
viewing of each UB Law Student. It has become a mandatory step in
scheduling events. It also has sections for students looking to sell or
buy books, , an apartment finder, a forum for student feedback, a job bank
where students can write about their summer experiences and read about
others, some course outlines, and numerous links to other Law School
resources that students will find useful.
This year has already been significant, as I sit here in October
reflecting on what has transpired since school began. The events that
transpired on September 11 have changed our lives forever. Terrorism in
its most evil manifestation reached our shores, our lives, and a city I
have always called home. The buildings that crumbled took the lives of
two friends of mine. Christina Ryook and Aaron Horwitz - much love folks, a
day will never pass that I won't think of you and appreciate the effect
you had on my live. See you at the crossroads.
The terrorist attack brought out a true sense of community among the Law
School community. The SBA quickly mobilized to organize a blood drive
while selling ribbons and collecting money for the Red Cross. For those
of you that were listening, that definitely Eric Usinger and I, who were
interviewed from the site of the Red Cross on 103.3. We let all of
Buffalo know that UB Law cares and that we are doing what we can to help.
I am proud of the dedication and love that my fellow classmates showed in
making our efforts a success. Along the same lines, the Jewish Law
Student organization organized a tremendously successful Bar Night at
Iberia with profits also going to charity to help the victims of the World
Trade Center.

Also of significance this month was the passing of a small increase in the
Student Activity Fee. This is the fee that makes the SBA function. It is
the money that is used to finance all Student Activities and Clubs, Law
Reviews and Journals, and Moot Court Competitions. The fee had not been
raised in almost 10 years, and the SBA was experiencing a serious
tightening of funds. While we have had increased costs, debts, and more
organizations, our money has remained the same making more groups fight
for less money. It was an ugly situation, and we felt it was time to
remedy it. Thank you, classmates, for helping to pass the increase. You
will definitely see the difference that small amount of money has made.
In addition to the extra money received from the increase in the student
fee, the Administrations has agreed to match the increase giving the SBA
more leverage than it has ever had to serve the student body. Already on
the agenda is the creation of 5 new clubs, spearheaded by mostly first
year students, along with funding to the groups that suffered unfair cuts.
The rest of the year will prove to be exciting for us all, and I hope you
keep us informed as to your needs as students here. Congratulations to
the newly elected class directors, please voice your concerns to them,
it's their job! The directors: Hope Jay-Homsi, Esther Eagan, Todd Lewis,
Lana Huston, lndrani Shelby, Karema Page, Sarah Byrne, Levar Burke,
Christine Fitzgerald, Susan Paek, Kiki Irving, Howard Cadmus, Dennis Fish,
Sheri Crosby, Sam Davis, Mike Leventhal, Allison Porcella, and Danita
Mendez.

® The picture ofMr.T will.._ fill in for
the picture of Luke since i did not get the photo of him that i asked for.

Jessup Board Selects New Members, Regionals
and Niagara Cup Teams
By Lisa Danish
The Jessup International Moot Court Board
conducted its intramural competition for second- and
third-year students Oct. 2-3 in the Koren Center
Rooms of the Law Library. The competition's oral
advocacy problem considered the disagreement
between two fictitious countries, Septen and Meridian,
arising from a revolution in Meridian, a former
Septenese colony, and the forced migration of
thousands ofMeridianese to Septen. Competitors
participated in two rounds and were judged by student
members of the Jessup International Moot Court
Board, headed by President Paige Junker.
The purpose ofthe intramural competition is
to select two teams of five members to separately
participate in the Spring 2002 Regional competition
and Niagara Cup competition. The Regional Jessup
International Moot Court Competition, held in
February, is a qualifying competition for the annual
International Competition, which will be conducted
next March in Washington, D.C. The Niagara Cup
Competition is a self-contained annual competition
dealing generally with international law and trade, and
will be hosted by a Canadian law school next spring.
All team members must contribute to the research and
writing of a legal brief or memorial for their respective
competitions. Students selected for the Regional Team
were: Yolanda Asamoah-Wade, Lisa Danish, Lee
Terry and Steve Wells, with Dimitri Verenyov as the
alternate member. Niagara Cup Team Members are:
Frank Callochia, Megan Molak, Matthew Rich and
Dawn Rooth, with alternate Elizabeth Barcena.
Additionally, Barcena, Molak, Rooth, Terry and Wells
became new associate members of the Jessup Board.
While next year's problem for the Niagara Cup
competition is yet unknown, the problem for the
Regional Competition has been released on the Jessup
International Moot Court Competition website
(http://www.ilsa.org/). Last year, the team that

participated in the regional competition advanced to
the international competition. Its members included
third-year students Junker, Asamoah-Wade, Nicole
Lee and Paul Brodnicki Lee and Brodnicki will coach
this year's team."This year we had a great intramural
competition - the competitors did a fantastic job," said
Brodnicki. "It made our decision to select a team very
difficult."
This year's Regional Team members have
already begun researching for the competition next
spring, which involves issues of international law
relating to terrorism and extradition, as well as
expressive rights and the Internet. Danish and Wells,
both 2Ls, will argue for the petitioner;
Asamoah-Wade and Terry, both 3Ls, will argue for
the respondent.
Members of the Class of2004 will have the
opportunity to participate in a competition next spring
to select a five-member team for the Fasken,
Martineau, DuMoulin First-Year International Law
Moot Court Competition. Unlike the external
competitions for upperclassmen, participants in the
first-year competitions are judged entirely on their oral
advocacy skills, and are not required to write a legal
brief

THE UB LAW COURTROOM

A Little Something for Everyone
By Sarah Street
I am sure that there are some motivated law students who seek movies that
stimulate them academically, make them think; make them question the world around them.
Then there are those of us who get enough of those kind of people in our classes and just
want to take a break with a cheesy teen flick that doesn't make us think at all. Summer
'91ch, with the ultimate teen superstars Freddie Prinze, Jr. and Jessica Biel is an
excellent choice.
Summer Catch focuses on a rising young pitcher looking for his big break who falls
in love with a wealthy local girl - but who cares about that? There is lots of drama: Will
Ryan be able to control his temper (and his pitching) in front of the big league scouts?
Will his father and brother rise above their jealousy and lend their support? Will his
girlfriend's father accept him for who he is, even though he is their lawnboy? The issues
never end. Fortunately there are good-looking people to focus on instead. I particularly
appreciated Summer Catch for its sense of equity: Freddie runs around in a thong (his
girlfriend's underwear) and Jessica (no longer the minister's daughter) wears a bikini in
slo-mo. (For those interested, Matthew Lillard [the goofy guy from Scream] also has a
scene with a thong). The dialogue is highly entertaining as well.
If you are looking for a relaxing, ridiculous movie with lines like "You mowed her
lawn - and now you're going to MOW HER LAWN" then check this out. Or you can just
wait until the next cheesy teen movie comes out. I would suggest going to the Elmwood
Supersaver on Tuesdays - movies are only a dollar - and they seem to specialize in the teen
dramas we all love. I'm working on a law student discount.

Class Gift Of 2002
The Class of2002 will be raising money for this year's class gift starting next February. A
committee of third year law students will be raising the money for the gift through donations by
fellow students. The actual gift or gifts that the Class will donate to the law school will be decided
amongst the committee, other class members, and the law school administration. The goal of the
Class Gift for 2002 is to provide something valuable to the law school as well as preserve the
memories of this class.

The class gift to the law school is now in its second year with the Class of 2001 starting the process.
Last year's class was extremely successful in raising money, leading to the purchase of a bench in
the new moot court room and travel scholarships for public interest interviews. The Class of 2002
plans on repeating the success of the Class of 2001 and hopes to establish a new benchmark in
raising money for the class gift.

u
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LOUNGING
AROUND
By John Haberstroh

You probably got the
letter in August from
Dean Nils Olsen about
the law school's
"exciting changes your tuition dollars at
work." And, even if you
didn't read past the
tuition increase
notice, you couldn't
miss the full-color
computerized rendering
of the exciting new
recreation center, with
its pool tables and
institutional
amenities.
"It's going
.
to be
huge," this rec center I
bigger than basement
classrooms 10 and 12
combined, according to
a perhaps poorly
informed confidential
source. Dean Olsen
vigorously questioned
the size estimate,
though he would not
flatly
contradict it I
•
quibbling principally
over the word "huge".
Nevertheless, law
students hold your
horses, said the Dean I
and read the fine
print. It's a
'proposed' rec center,
the rendering is
prospective, and there

are no blue prints.
Yes, the plan is to
complete the recreation
center by the end of
the academic year, but
"it depends," according
to the Dean. "You never
know until you start
exactly how long the
process will take."
First the law school
needs to get university
approval for hiring an
architect, who would
really take a look at
what it takes to build
the rec center. There
may be hidden or
unknown costs and
safety concerns. Then
UB and the state have
to approve the actual
project. Money
constraints could enter
in, though those
tuition increases
provide independent
funds for the project.

About three years ago,
law school heavyweights
thought up renovations
that would create the
rec center, the now
finished courtroom, and
several new classrooms.
Prior to those
proposals, for 35 years
little had been done
with the school's
physical plant, Dean
Olsen
said. However I
•
with funds available
from "modest" tuition
increases (our tuition
"remaining dramatically
below that charged by
other law schools in
New York State," of
course), and from the
state and supportive
alumni, the renovations
are taking place as
planned. With that
track record, bet on a
roughly on-schedule rec
center.

There are also
competing priorities,
the Dean said, and the
rec center is about
third on the immediate
'to do' list. A nearly
completed additional
classroom in the
~asement, for example,
is a little higher
priority. And
electrically wiring
existing classrooms,
especially the larger
ones, is a more urgent
need. Then comes the
rec center, next in
line but definitely in
the mix.

As for how it will be
outfitted, and rules
(if any) for the rec
center's use, these
haven't been decided I
and will depend on
Student Bar Association
input, according to the
Dean. It is
conceivable, for
example, that an active
movement for ping-pong
rather than pool tables
might be able to alter
the rec center's final
design. The Dean
commented that video
game machines are even
conceivable, nice quiet

ones at least, if the
SBA agrees.
What the life and
"culture" of the rec
center will be like is
still up in the air,
awaiting the center's
more definite
realization. But when
that happens, many of
the rules for its use
will be established by
the SBA, not by the law
school. It will be the
students' space, Dean
Olsen said, and
students have shown
through their use of
the first floor lounge
that they are capable
of using school
facilities wisely.
But there may be
limits. For example,
boozing in the rec room
will not likely be
allowed, despite the
following 'more
ambiguous than it
really is' quote from
the Dean: "We'd want to
have some control over
alcoholic beverages;
not to throw a wild
party with lots of
alcohol. You'd want to
know about it . . . .
But I don't want to see
a headline, 'Dean comes
out against student
drinking!'" The reality
is that alcohol is
generally a no-no on
the UB campus, and in
remarks immediately
prior to the above the
Dean made clear his
uncertainty regarding

the precise
university-wide alcohol
rules, and commented
that this reporter's
'booze' questions were
silly, irrelevant,
and/or premature.

promoted by the Law
School administration
and other student
organizations, and in the
event of a sick child or
family emergency.

Nevertheless, the
questioning continued,
and the Dean was asked
whether sleeping might
be an okay rec center
activity. "Sleeping?"
he responded, "No
overnights if that's
what you mean. But
naps, maybe. What, next
are you going to ask me
about sex?"

To foster connections
between parent law
students and practicing
attorneys. We will
sponsor forums and
coordinate speaking
events to assist us in
negotiating the nuances
associated with
interviews, internships
and job placement
focusing on our dual
role. To promote
connections between
parent law students and
practicing attorneys with
children, to provide
mentoring and support.

THERE IS A NEW
GROUP IN THE
LAW SCHOOL

THE PARENT
LAWSTUDENT
ASSOCIATION
Their primary goals are:
General advocacy for
greater awareness of
the issues facing parent
law students by
fostering a family
friendly environment.
Our goal is to increase
available options related
to childcare issues in the
classroom setting, at
events sponsored or

To provide a network
of support between
fellow law students in
this uniquely challenging
position. To sponsor
child-friendly events as
well as adult events to
promote a sense of
community.
If you are interested in joining,
helping out, or simply finding
out more, contact Hope Jay
Homsi at
hjhomsi@acsu.buffalo.edu

Fun and Games in the Desmond Moot Court Competition
by Matt Rich

"Growing up in Hamburg, you're used to adversity." So sayeth Pat
Farrell, my partner in the 2001 Desmond Moot Court Competition. He also said, ''you
know Matty, if you would have said that we could have quit on Monday night (after the
first round), that would have been just fine with me."
I guess then it's a good thing that we didn't. It was also a good thing that Pat's ubringing
on the "mean" streets of Hamburg, New York, taught him to keep plugging when things
became a little difficult. What follows is our strange odyssey from a first round whipping
to the finals of Desmond.
About three weeks ago, Pat and I decided that we would enter this year's competition. I
had a bit of moot court experience from last year, but Pat didn't have any outside of the
oral arguments held in his Research and Writing class. To be honest, I didn't really go in
to the competition with the goal of winning. I didn't imagine that we had much of a
chance. It just seemed like a good opportunity for a little resume improvement and a
chance for Pat to break out those fantastic oral argument skills imparted on him by
Professor McGarvie last year.
We wrote our brief in support of the position of the respondents in the case, the American
Civil Liberties Union. I will not bore you with the fine details of the case, but to put it
succinctly we were arguing against a law that criminalized certain sexual materials on the
Web that might be harmful to minors. Put another way, ''we're for porn," as Pat put it.
The format of the competition was that we would have to argue twice for out position in
the brief, and once for the opposite side - a total of three rounds of argument. However,
due to the uneven number of teams in the competition and some below average luck, we
had to argue a fourth time - and argue "off brief" to boot.
So, we started out on a Monday night against a pair of third year guys who really argued
like they knew what they were doing. Pat was pretty nervous when his turn came, and was
a little choppy to start. However, in my opinion he settled in quite nicely- despite the fact
that the judges (rather unfairly) compounded three separate questions on him at one point
and basically gave him the third degree. My turn came, and I did pretty well I thought. The
judges tried to rattle me too, but I'm pretty good at asking questions so I held my own.

To make a long story short, we "lost" the first round. I'm not completely sure how the
scores are calculated, but it was fair to say that the other team did better. I knew we were
still OK because we had two more rounds to go, but Pat was a little down on himself Like
I said, I thought he did just fine. However, he thought that he'd somehow "blown it" for
us or something like that. True, he'd made a few rookie mistakes - like using a pile of
index cards to organize his arguments and being a little too fidgety at the podium - but
again, I thought he did fine.
It's a lot harder than it looks. There are so many little things to remember when you're
giving an oral argument. Besides the fact that you have to remember your argument and
how it is organized, you have to remember a whole bunch of little things such as how to
properly address judges, what to do with your hands while you argue, the correct pace
and volume of your speech, and to avoid using '"uh" a lot (a particular problem of mine). I
know these things are tough for me, and I had experience in moot court competition. I can
only imagine how tough they were for Pat, being that this was his first time in competition.
On Tuesday, we were scheduled to argue twice - once "on brief," and once off. Just to
illustrate how differently Pat and I were approaching this, he'd spent hours the previous
night preparing his argument for the petitioners while I took about 30 minutes on Tuesday
afternoon to slap together mine. I'm not saying that one way of preparing was better than
the other, it's just that different people approach the pressure of it in different ways.
I did, however, get Pat to take my advice on a few things. He ditched the note cards in
favor of a four-page outline (two pages too long, I told him, but sometimes you have to
pick your battles). I told him to stand steadier at the podium, and most of all, I tried to get
him to relax by joking with him before the rounds began. I also took his pen away, so that
he couldn't fiddle with his outline any more once the round started (a move we came to
depend on as our little good luck charm).
So, like any true hard core member of Hamburg's Most Wanted would have, Pat handled
his business in both rounds on Tuesday. I could tell that he was growing more and more
confident as he got further into each argument. Like I told him, the problem was not that
he didn't know his argument, it was just that he didn't completely believe that he knew it.
Tuesday night he discovered otherwise. As a result, all I had to do was not screw up.
Luckily I didn't, and we "won" both rounds (though I thought it was close both times).
We didn't get to eat dinner that night until about 11 :00 p.m. As we were eating, the
subject of whether or not we would make the quarterfinals came up. I had a feeling that
we were going to, because I had thought we did very well that night. Pat asked, "wouldn't
it be cool if we got to put on our resumes that we were Desmond quarterfinalists?" I got a
chuckle out of that one. Pat grudgingly admitted that he was glad we hadn't quit. I had to
agree.
On Wednesday, we had to again argue "off brief' at 6:30 p.m. Again, we did well and
"won." Wednesday was a very long day for me. I had three classes, the last of which was
downtown at the Erie County Courthouse. So I had to hustle to get back in time for our
round. All I had gotten the chance to eat was a bagel, and I was operating on far too little

sleep, trying to keep up with my regular work during the competition. I know it was the
same way for Pat. Believe me when I say that there is no one in this law school who puts
in more hours at the library than he does.
So, hungry, tired, and cranky, I went over to Jack's Place on Millersport where the
quarterfinal pairings were going to be announced. Pat was only there for a few minutes,
and had to leave before the pairings were announced. Our team was the second one called.
I promptly finished my beer and left. We'd made the quarterfinals and tomorrow was
going to be another long day.
As you might remember, last Thursday was absolutely miserable. It was cold and rainy and
windy. The quarterfinals were supposed to begin at 6:00, downtown at the courthouse.
Since my apartment was on the way, I told Pat to pick me up around 5:00, because we
had to be there by 5:30. He never made it, because the 290 was an absolute mess that
afternoon. I left a note on my door, and made off for downtown without him at about
5:25. Let me tell you, I was going just a tad over the speed limit on the 33. I didn't want
to blow it because we didn't show up on time.
Well, lots of people were late due to the problems with the roads and the weather, so it all
worked out. Pat even got my note. In the quarterfinals, we got to be the respondents
again. Pat again stood tall, even in the face of some tough questioning by Professor Finley
(she was one of the advisors when the problem was put together before the competition,
so she knew the case in and out). I too felt that I had a strong round, and we won another
close one. On we went to the semi-finals.
We were rushed to another courtroom, told that we were going to have to switch over to
the petitioners' side, and given about five minutes to compose ourselves. This meant we
had to argue first. We went, and Pat was even better than the last round, despite some
landmines that Professor Albert tried to set for him with his questions. I got in all the
points in needed to make during my half ofthe argument. Once again it was very close,
but we "won" again. Pat put it best by doing his best Van Miller impression: "In dramatic
fashion, Matty and Ferris have advanced the finals! It's pandemonium here at Rich
Stadium!" I guess were both so overtired that we found this funny.
We lost the coin flip, so we were going to have to argue as the petitioners for the final
round. To be honest, by this point it didn't really matter because we knew both sides
equally as well. We'd argued six times in four days, and there was only one more to go.
Our opponents in the finals were Lisa Danish and Julie Atti, both former teammates of
mine from last year's Fasken Moot Court Competition. They both had experience and
skill, so I considered us to be the underdogs. Pat and I had a chance beforehand to talk
over the round, albeit while we were at the gym. We both agreed that our best bet was to
stick with our previous strategy - to just do our best and let the chips fall where they may,
and for me to take Pat's pen away from him before the round.
Once again we went first. Pat was outstanding but for one small mistake. Judge Fuentes, a
judge from the Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit, asked him a question directly about
my half of the argument. Pat had to defer the question to me, as he didn't know the

answer. Not that I blame him, if I were in his position I would have done the same.
Honestly, it was a little unfair for Judge Fuentes to have done that. Not that it was against
the rules or anything, but he knew how the issues were divided. It was an attempt to trip
Pat up, and it worked. No similar question was asked of our opponents.
My turn came, and I gave what I considered to be an average -to- OK performance. I
answered the questions asked of me, and sat down. Julie and Lisa went, and both
delivered mistake-free performances, as I expected they would. I stood up for my rebuttal,
and Judge Fuentes asked me how I would reconcile the fact that some Amish communities
might be offended by materials online that more liberal communities would have been
comfortable with. I replied that Amish communities weren't that likely to be big Web
surfers. It was good for a laugh, and it served to defuse a bit of the tension.
When the decision was announced, I was not surprised that Julie and Lisa were named the
winners. They certainly deserved it. I was not disappointed one bit. Rather, I was very
proud that our team had made it all the way to the finals, and particularly proud that Pat
had done so well and improved so much. After the judges departed, Dean Saran came
over to congratulate us. Professor Kannar, a favorite of Pat's and mine, also spent a good
amount of time talking over the case with us. We appreciated both of them taking the
time.
So, that's the story. I don't think anyone, much less ourselves, expected us to make it so
far. Our congratulations to the winners, Lisa Danish and Julie Atti, and our thanks to the
judges, especially those faculty members who helped out. All in all, it was a great
experience, although a bit stressful and time-consuming. As Pat so eloquently put it,
"Matty, we were pretty hard." Again, I'd have to agree.

The Faculty and Board of Managers of
r_;

.....,..... THE OPINION
certify to all that

MATTHEW J. RICH AND PATRICK B. FARRELL
Are the best representatives of regular guys everywhere and are hereby admitted
the rights and privileges belonging to that achievement given under the Opinion
Board seal.
YOU GUYS ARE HARD!
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The Trials and Tribulations of a Former First Year
Or: How I Learned to Stop Worrying and Love Law School
Joseph A. Leta
The purpose of this article is to give the first years a heads up where I myself was
lacking. These are a few of the lessons that I have learned that would have made my life
and a few others a helluva lot easier a year ago. If my memory serves me correctly this is
right about the time when most first years, including myself are/were asking themselves, if
law school was really the right choice. (There can always be a future in comparative
religion or linguistics.) Gigantic reading assignments and in depth class discussions, where
words like germane and gerrymander get tossed around like a Koosh® ball, boggle the
mind. Abstract legal terms and archaic Latin phrases are thrown in and out of conversation
as if they were common gutter slang. People trying to show off their brilliance in class
dominate discussions about tangential issues, while we are trying to keep track of this
sordid discussion for some mysterious, mythical exam. Well I want all of you to go to
your windows and shout at the top of your lungs, "I'm mad as hell and I'm not going to
take it anymore!" (For those of you who don't know I'm quoting Network, it's a good
movie, rent it.) The truth is, law school is pretty easy. Now I'm sure not all of my
classmates will agree with me on this issue, especially after Mensch' s monster Torts exam,
but it's really not that bad, as long as you have common sense.
First off, law students like to show off by using terms of art; it shows that they
know what's going on. For example, you might have heard first years referred to as ll's
and so forth. To law students this is perfectly normal jargon, but to the public at large it
sounds like an elitist brotherhood. Res Ipsa .. . whatever. Law students like to use all kinds
of words of art, so be prepared; you can either memorize your law dictionary or do like I
do and just nod your head when they ramble on, eventually they'll stop. Some don't.
Secondly, as you probably notice there are some people that just ramble on in class
and have no idea that they are bothering the rest of the class with tangential garbage and
what ifs. None ofus knew what was going to be tested and these people bring in obscure
facts about social justice and deoxyribonucleicwhatever that only they care about. Don't
get me wrong-I'm not saying don't talk in class. I couldn't be more against that idea; in
fact I talk a lot in class (maybe too much). The key is that there is a fine line between
asking questions that you think may matter and adding important things to class discussion
versus showing off for a professor who will never remember your name in a year. Good
advise to follow, unless you think it's really important or something you really don't
understand, SHUT UP!!
I feel that the last couple of issues that need to be addressed are the exams. There
are legends that have been circulating for years about monolithic exams bringing law
students to their knees. I've taken a bunch now and they're pretty easy. The biggest
problem is the giant cramp in your hand after 5 hours of writing. I know it sounds harsh

but I hear they're nothing compared to the BAR (sounds of menacing music in
background). There are a couple of keys to passing (and getting a good grade) on your
first year exams. People ask me all the time, "do you really have to do all the reading?"
and I answer yes and no. If you want to be prepared for class and go in with a little better
knowledge on the exam, then do all your reading. If not, don't read. All you really need to
pass the exams are the outlines and going to class helps. Now I really wouldn't suggest
not reading, but the outlines really do make things a lot easier. You make the choice.
Outlines are the magic oflaw school, they turn 8,000 pages oflegal crap into a
handy, little user-friendly format. Outlines are the Spanish fly of the second and third years
to coerce naive first years, who want to pass, into bed. By sleeping your way through the
second and third year class you can get a wide variety of outlines covering every reading,
footnote and cough that a professor made in class. Ifyou feel like being Eva Peron the
keys to the law school kingdom are yours. Therefore, you may ask yourself, how else can
I pass without whoring myself out? Well that's a good question; there are a few options.
You can pass the old fashion way by spending hours in the library cross referencing law
review articles and making your very own outline. You may find a benevolent second or
third year that is willing to give away their outlines for free ... wait I'm sorry that's really
not an option. Finally, you can do it the way I did it, have your friends sleep around and
get the outlines from them. It's quick, it's easy and you don't have to make a trip to the
doctor when you done.
Finally the issue oflate grades. You take a five hour-long exam, writing the whole
time and you don't get your grade until 3 months later. These three months are spent by
your poor professor trying to decode the chicken scratch that gets exponentially worse
throughout the exam. Some may say that it's their fault for being masochistic in the first
place and giving such a long exam, but that's for another article. For the first year whose
future depends on these very significant grades these three months can be nerve racking.
Therefore, I will offer a few suggestions to ease the tension. I find a little Johnny Walker
Black on the rocks works just right to ease scholastic tension. Ifyou're more of a gin
person try Tanqueray 10, either on the rocks with an olive or in the Gimlet format both
work well with this fine gin. If vodka is your bag, there is no other way to go than the
French gold, Grey Goose. Grey Goose also goes well over the rocks or in the Gibson
format with some cocktail onions. If all else fails, Long Island Ice Teas have your name all
over it. Within no time you will forget your grades and be in your happy place.
With that said, I wish all of you luck and if you need any outlines, look me up.
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·BAR REVIEW
In a mission to discover knew places for UB Law students to venture to, Elana Tsougranis
(3L) and Seth Weinstein (2L) have put together a review of some of Buffalo's finer
watering holes.

J.P. Bullfeathers (886-1010), located at 1010 Elmwood Avenue in Buffalo is classier
than the typical college bars on the Elmwood strip but casual enough for a get together
with lots of friends. Bullfeathers is open everyday from 11 :00 am to 4:00 am and food is
served until 2:00 am. Drink specials include 2 for 1 draft and well drinks from 3 - 7 and
varying specials after 11. Each bartender also has his or her own special concoction.
Bullfeathers menu is pleasantly extensive and reasonably priced. We suggest the French
Onion Soup and Chicken Bella Donna for a filling dinner. The weekends are when J.P.
Bullfeathers really shines. On Friday and Saturday night, one can order from a large and
mouthwatering Prix Frixe dinner menu that includes a selection of three courses for
$19.00. If you're one of those people who just can't let the weekend go, head to
Bullfeathers on Sunday night for live music from 11 :00 p.m. on and a guaranteed fun time.
The Left Bank Restaurant (882-3509) on 511 Rhode Island St. is a little off the beaten
path but well worth the effort. The restaurant has an intimate atmosphere and a worldly
selection of drinks. The menu is creative and tantalizing and will not force you to run to
the bank for loans. To score with your date, the Left Bank is the place to go.
M.T. Pockets (838-4658) was the highlight of our night. It is located at 1519 Hertel
Avenue. Although the menu is limited, bartender Butch easily makes the best steak
sandwich in all of Buffalo. "This is no Steakum folks." In addition, the Italian Sausages are
a favorite of3L Don Frey. He noted "It was great, better than my own." Specials are 2 for
1 well drinks and drafts from 4-6 Monday through Friday. While your there, ask Butch to
make you a Watermelon Pucker shot and you won't be disappointed. M.T. Pockets is an
all American bar that is a great place to watch a game and kick back with friends.

If you head to B.S. Bailey's (874-7766) at 2147 Delaware Avenue you are sure to run
into reviewer Elana. She claims that Bailey's is the best bar in the world and with
bartender Dan serving beer on his head it is hard to argue with Elana's assessment.
Bailey's is open from 4 to 4 daily and always has varying drink specials. Food is not
served but Bailey's has a well-stocked jukebox, pool table and Kenmore's answer to
Stomp - Roberto.

A good place to find these and other bars on the web is:
http:Uallwny.com/Nightlife.html. Or I guess coming back next month and reading this
column again works too.
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The College Republicans hove invaded UBLow!
Greetings from a Republican. That' s right, a Republican. There actually are some within
UB Law School. While conservative thought may be a minority idea in one of the more
liberal law schools one can find, the UB Law School College Republicans have taken form
this year. We have wasted no time in forming a solid relationship with the county
Republican Party. We have already started working with them and look forward to
working with them in the future. For now, the focus is on local political campaigns. We
have had the opportunity to meet a number of influential individuals within the party. Our
post election plans include bringing speakers to UB Law, some political, some of a general
interest. Keep your eyes peeled for a Rally for America that we will be sponsoring. We
wish to support our troops overseas and also help with the relief effort in NYC though the
sales of "United We Stand" bumper stickers. So far, we have accomplished a great deal,
and are having a lot of fun doing it. We look forward to being an active club within UB
Law, and the surrounding community. If anyone is interested injoining us, or simply have
any questions or comments, please e-mail Chairman Bob Richardson at

rnr@acsu buffalo edu.

Never let elitism take hold at
UBLaw

By Eric Usinger
What makes a lawyer
better than most others? It
can't be his or her level of
education,
which
every
individual has the potential to
attain.
Is
it
worldly
and
life
understandings
experience? I would most
certainly argue that there are
many other professionals with
more knowledge of the great
cultural diversity within our
society and the depth of
understanding needed to be a
well-rounded citizen.
What
could
this
difference be? Why are
lawyers given such status
within our culture? There can
be
only
one
answer:
Perception, I say, pure and
simple. Lawyers are elite
members of a status institution
- the Bar, created to form the
perception of social superiority
and exclusive membership.
Yet, assuredly, others have
just as much to offer society as
lawyers. So why does this
perception exist?
The ability to believe
that one is at the highest levels
of our social system is a
compelling
force
to
the
unconfident megalomaniacs of
the world. And, with American
culture so fixated upon Law &
Order drama, the lawyer has
become
the
target
of

unwarranted ·romanticism. But
is the lawyer's job really that
important?
Just think about what it
is that lawyers actually do.
First they create rules and then
they fight to abrogate them.
Lawyers study the decisions of
dead Anglo-white men, whose
logic ignored the common
sense approaches taken by
most other great civilizations.
Most fundamentally, lawyers
work night and day to create a
system that the rest of the
world must follow; taking a
salary from the need they
created for their own work.
If there were no laws,
there would be no lawyers. As
simple a truism that it is,
lawyers
make
themselves
necessary by making the world
more complex. Those without a
legal education are unable to
decipher
the
complicated
mazes they create. Thus,
lawyers force the rest of the
world to pay them to unravel
the web they created.
So what drives the sane
to become lawyers?
I have identified four
personality types that are
drawn to law school.
First, there are those
seeking a job. They work hard
to earn good grades in the
anticipation that there will be a
sizeable cash reward at the
end of the rainbow. And, while
this might not be the best way
to choose a career, it is,
nonetheless, legitimate.

Second, there are those
who love the intellectual
pursuit of knowledge. These
people are drawn to law school
because of the academic
and
intriguing
challenge
discourse.
Third, there are those
who hope to change the world.
And, for better or worse, they
try and find every single
in-and-out of the system so
they can make a difference.
The
lawyer-activist
is,
hands-down, the most noble of
ideals.
Lastly, there are the
misguided few. Their pursuit is
neither money, which they may
attain, nor discourse, to which
they may contribute, nor
change, which they may enact.
Their main focus, however, is
to develop a sense of
self-conscious superiority. In
short, they wish to become
lawyers because they wish to
be better than all others.
The drive to be a
member of the elite upper
class is neither noble nor
respectable. It is. born out of a
perverted view of how the
world will view their standing in
society. It also derives from
fear of how they may otherwise
perceive themselves. Reality,
for these people, is very
fragile. Even the simplest
disorder in the matrix would
shatter their delicate universe.
I know this sounds hard
to believe. It is difficult to
imagine that anyone could

view himself or herself in a
mirror of such distorting
reflection. But is it really so
far-fetched to imagine? Just
consider
how
students
segment themselves at law
schools across the country.
The law review is the
preeminent institution at most
law schools. It selects its own
members based
upon a
superficial writing sample and
culturally biased quantitative
a~sessments
of academic
merit. Law reviews do not look
for the best and the brightest;
they merely seek individuals
capable
of
manufacturing
formatted information. They
are
factories,
producing
un-diverse
chains
of
narrow-minded slaves.
Now, certainly this does
not accurately describe all
members of these esteemed
institutions.
However,
the
collective
mindset
is
perpetuated
through
its
institutional framework.
There is a sense of
elitism at most law schools.
While this law school strives to
be a friendly, uncompetitive
haven for intellectual pursuit,
the mere existence of a law
review at this school is
antithetical of this conceptual
purpose. And, I would argue,
this is unavoidable. While this
school's faculty has gone as
far as abandoning class ranks
and grade point calculations in
furtherance of this goal, the
essence of institutional elitism

is prevalent in the nature of a
law review.
Of course there are
benefits to being on a law
review.
Employers
are
oftentimes eager to acquire a
few
recruits
with
these
credentials.
While
the
presumption that law review
members are more likely to
make better lawyers is an
absurdity, this view is, for some
of the more elitist law firms,
assumed. However, it can be
said, quite persuasively, that
since approximately 85 percent
of practicing attorneys never
served on their school's law
review, non-membership on a
law review can be a great
benefit for otherwise active
students. Just think, if most
lawyers never served on their
school's review, it is much
more likely that a future
employer would have contempt
for the entire institution than a
sense
of
buddy-buddy
camaraderie.
Many
law
schools
attempt to manifest their law
review's self-perceived stature
by securing academic credit for
mere ascension into its ranks.
The argument is that they
provide a service to this school
by producing scholarly work
and,
therefore,
these
be
individuals
should
compensated. In the abstract,
this seems reasonable. But
considering that scholarly work
can be produced in other
forms, just as membership on

social clubs help in developing
networking skills, and as
membership
on
activist
organizations
exposes
students to certain areas of the
law,
membership
on
a
generalist law review is nothing
special. The real reason for
granting law review members
credit is to reaffirm, through
institutional policy, the view
that some students are better
than others and are, therefore,
entitled to special benefits.
I hope that this law
school never grants members
of the law review credit for
mere membership. Considering
that many other student-run
legal publication operate at this
school - with over two hundred
students serving as editors,
associates and journal clerks undoubtedly these students
have just as strong a claim as
a generalist law review for
rece1vmg
academic credit.
These more focused journals
offer greater opportunities for
intellectual advancement and
developing contacts in certain
specialized fields.
Such benefits should be
open to all students whose
individual efforts benefit this
institution immensely. Moot
court members deserve credit
for preparing students to
become well-trained appellate
lawyers.
The
Domestic
Violence Task Force, Sports
Law Society, Environmental
Law Society and the Public
Interest Law Program each

fight to increase awareness for
their respective causes, as
does
the
Black,
Latin
American,
Jewish,
Asian-American and Gay &
Lesbian
law
student
associations .
Undoubtedly,
these students deserve credit
for the countless hours spent
building up the reputation and
prestige of this law school.
I urge the law school to
take one of two courses of
action if it ever considers, as it
may, making academic credit
an entitlement of membership
in any organization. They
should either do so for all
students who work hard for this
school or do nothing at all.
Special status should
never be afforded to any
individual based upon their
perceived
social
standing.
Likewise, this law school
should never take any steps
that elevate one · group of
students above any other
group.
Granting
academic
credit to members of a law
review - without having to
complete an academic course
or independent study - would
create undeserved recognition.
In essence, all students should
be treated equally and fairly;
nothing more, nothing less.
I would hope that every UB
Law student realizes that their
future profession will provide
countless opportunities to
expand their horizons. Being a
lawyer, however, should never
be a license to look down upon

others in society, or to attain a
greater level of social status.
The heroism after
September 11th demonstrated
that there are noble people in
our society. Those who
assisted the survivors in New
York City, and those who died
helping others are the elite in
this country. Firemen, police
officers, steel workers, medical
professionals and volunteer
rescue teams saved thousands
from ultimate peril. You can be
successful and still maintain
self- respect. Lawyers have an
unimaginable potential to affect
good and bring about social
change. Thus, self respect can
clearly derive from more
altruistic endeavors. But if self
respect is founded upon a
fragile sense of elitism, you
should reconsider your life's
priorities.
Eric Usinger is an associate
member of the Buffalo Law
Review, an editor for the
Buffalo Environmental Law
Journal and Treasurer of the
Student Bar Association. His
views do not represent those of
the Buffalo Law Review.
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